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Responsive to communication(s) filed on _ 
□ This action is FINAL. 

G Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is closed in 
accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayie, 1935 D.C. 1 1 ; 453 O.G. 213. 



month{s), or thirty days, 



A shortened statutory period for response to this action is set to expire 

whichever is longer, from the mailing date of this communication. Failure tdfespond within the period for response will cause 
the application to become abandoned. (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). Extensions of time may be obtained under the provisions of 37 CFR 
1.136(a). 



i tofespond witnir 



Disposition of Claims 

□ ciaim(s) \D $ ~~ C 7 



is/are pending in the application. 



Of the above, claim(s) 

□ CMrim(s) 

□ / Claim(s) h % *~ f> 7 

□ Claim(s) 

G Claims 



is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

is/are allowed. 

is/are rejected. 



is/are objected to. 



are subject to restriction or election requirement. 



Application Papers 

G See the attached Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948. 

G The drawing(s) filed on js/are objected to by the Examiner. 

G The proposed drawing correction, filed on j s □ approved Q disapproved. 

G The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 
G The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

G Acknowledgement is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d). 
Q All Q Some* Q None of the CERTIFIED copies of the priority documents have been 
G received. 

Q received in Application No. (Series Code/Serial Number) , 



G received in this national stage application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
'Certified copies not received: 




Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e). 
Attachmentfe) 
QTNoJjce of Reference Cited, PTO-692 
^Information Disclosure Statement(s), PTO-1449, Paper No(s). 
Q Interview Summary, PTO-413 

0 Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review. PTO-948 
G Notice of Informal Patent Application, PTO-152 

- SEE OFFICE ACTION ON THE FOLLOWING PAGES - 

PTOL-328 <Rav. 10/95) 
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Double Patenting 

1 . The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created doctrine grounded in 
public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the unjustified or improper timewise 
extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent and to prevent possible harassment by multiple 
assignees. See In re Goodman, 11 F.3d 1046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759 
F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 
1982); //j re Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970);and, In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 
USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .321® may be used to overcome 
an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory double patenting ground provided the 
conflicting application or patent is shown to be commonly owned with this application. See 37 
CFR 1.130(b). 

Effective January 1 , 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a terminal 
disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 37 CFR 3.73(b). 



2. Claims 63-66 are rejected under the judicially created doctrine of double patenting over claim 3 
of U. S. Patent No. 5,297,148 since the claims, if allowed, would improperly extend the "right to exclude" 
already granted in the patent. 

The subject matter claimed in the instant application is fully disclosed in the patent and is covered 
by the patent since the patent and the application are claiming common subject matter, as follows: The 
memory card of the patent read on the semiconductor memory of the present claims. The array of 
EEPROM cell partitioned into sectors, (each of which sector having a portion reserved as redundant 
cells), in the patent reads on a memory array in the present claims. The word "comprising" in claim 3 of 
the patent indicated that the memory could also include other arrays of EEPROM cells (as shown in Fig. 
^B), which other arrays read on the other memory arrays in the present claims. The sectors in the claim 
of the patent read on the memory blocks in the present claims. The EEPROM controllers, each of which 
substitutes defective sector with a redundant sector, in the claim of the patent reads on the selection 
circuits. 
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Furthermore, there is no apparent reason why applicant was prevented from presenting claims 
corresponding to those of the instant application during prosecution of the application which matured into 
a patent. In re Schneller, 397 F.2d 350, 158 USPQ 210 (CCPA 1968). See also MPEP § 804. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of 
this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter 
as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the claims under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various claims was commonly 
owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any evidence to the contrary. 
Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of 
each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the 
examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103® and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(f) or (g) prior an 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

4. ■ Claims 63-67 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lavallee et al 
(4,475,194 hereinafter Lavallee) in view of Harada (4,989,181). 

Lavallee teaches a memory structure having a memory array and means for selecting a good 
memory area in the memory array when a defective area is detected in the memory array. 
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However Lavallee does not explicitly teach that the memory structure has a plurality of memory 

arrays. 

Harada teaches a memory device having a plurality of memory arrays. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to provide, (like Harada does), a redundant memory array to the memory structure such as that 
of Lavallee. 

The skilled person would have motivated to do this provision because the redundancy provide 
more reliability of the memory structure. 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

6. Any response to this action should be mailed to: 



Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 



or faxed to: 



(703) 308-9051, (for formal communications intended for entry) 



Or: 



(703)305-9724 (for informal or draft communications, please label 
"PROPOSED" or "DRAFT") 



Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II , 2121 Crystal Drive, 
Arlington. VA., Sixth Floor (Receptionist). 



7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Examiner Ly Hua whose telephone number is (703) 305-9684. The examiner can normally 
be reached on Monday to Friday from 9:30 AM to 6:00 PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Mr. Robert 
W. Beausoliel, Jr., can be reached on (703) 305-9713. The fax phone number for this Group is (703) 
305-9724. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding should be 
directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-3900. 




LY V. HUA 
PATENT EXAMINER 
ART UNIT 2785 



L. Hua 

December 21, 1998 



